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REMARKS 

Applicants have carefully reviewed the Office Action dated October 17, 2005, the cited 
references, and the Examiner's reasons for rejection of the claims. Reconsideration and 
allowance are respectfully requested in view of the following. 

The above amendments to the specification are submitted to remove various 
typographical informalities. These changes are respectfiiUy asserted not to introduce new matter, 
and their entry is respectfully requested. 

Drawings 

In the Office Action mailed October 17, 2005, the drawings were objected to and 
corrected formal drawings were requested. Formal drawings labeled "replacement sheets" are 
enclosed with this response. Accordingly, Applicants respectfiiUy request withdrawal of this 
objection. 

Specification 

In the Office Action mailed October 17, 2005, the specification was objected to because 
the serial numbers in the cross-reference to related appHcations section were left blank. By the 
above amendments. Applicants have amended this section to include the previously omitted 
serial numbers. Accordingly, Applicants respectfiiUy request withdrawal of this objection. 

Response to Rejections under 35 U.S.C. Section 102 

In the Office Action dated October 17, 2005, Claims 1-4 and 16 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. Section 102 as being anticipated by Moran et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,801,940). 

A telephone interview was conducted with Examiner Hien Vo and Elizabeth Pham on 
January 6, 2006. Applicants would like to thank Examiner Vo for his time and consideration. 
During the interview. Examiner Vo stated that independent Claim 1 would be allowable if 
amended to include the limitation of Claim 13. By the above amendments. Applicants have 
amended Claim 1 as suggested by the Examiner and respectfiiUy request allowance of Claim 1 
and its dependents. 
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Examiner Vo also stated that independent Claim 16 would be allowable if amended to 
include the limitation of Claim 17. By the above amendments. Applicants have amended Claim 
16 as suggested by the Examiner and respectfully request allowance of Claim 16 and its 
dependents. 

Allowable Claims 

The Examiner has indicated that claims 25-30 are allowed. 

The Examiner indicated that Claims 5-15 and 17-24 were objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowed if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Applicants appreciate the 
Examiner's indication of the allowability of these claims. 

As stated above, independent Claims 1 and 16 have been amended as suggested by the 
Examiner, and Applicants respectfully request allowance of Claims 1 and 16 along with their 
dependent claims. 

Conclusion 

Applicants respectfully submit that the present apphcation is in condition for full 
allowance for the reasons stated above, and requests such allowance. If the Examiner has any 
questions or comments or feels it would be helpful in expediting the apphcation, the Examiner is 
encouraged to telephone the undersigned at (972) 731-2288. This correspondence is intended to 
be a complete response to the Office Action dated October 17, 2005. 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge payment of any further fees associated 
with any of the foregoing papers submitted herewith, or to credit any overpayment thereof, to 
Deposit Account No. 21-0765, Sprint. 

Respectfully submitted. 



Date: January 10. 2006 



CoNLEY Rose, P.C. 

5700 Granite Parkway, Suite 330 

Piano, Texas 75024 

(972) 731-2288 

(972) 731-2289 (facsimile) 



Michael W. Piper 
Reg. No. 39,800 

ATTORNEY FOR APPLICANT 
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